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THE ARMOURY. 





Che Protestant Cducational Fnstitute. 


Our readers will be glad to learn that the Protestant Educational 
Institute has made arrangements for conducting Protestant Classes, 
not only in various parts of London, during this winter, but also in 
such towns as Portsmouth, Hastings, and St. Leonard’s. In connection 
with the latter, the Bishop of the Diocese has not only given his 
sanction to the holding of these classes in two of the principal churches, 
but has written to the Rev. Robert Maguire, “ that he is quite satisfied 
that the proposed lectures are likely to be useful and very profitable for 
these times.” It must be encouraging to our readers thus to see that 
the lectures, which were interdicted by the late Bishop of Winchester 
from being delivered in St. Saviour’s, Southwark, should now meet, 
not only with the sanction, but the cordial approbation of another 
Bishop. Arrangements for Classes in other large towns and London 
districts are being rapidly made. But the Committee are still in want 
of funds to enable them to sustain and extend, with vigour, this most 
important work. They appeal for large contributions to meet the great 
expenses necessarily attending the establishment of such classes, and to 
enable them to circulate from house to house, through the length and 
breadth of the land, tracts and other publications, on the principles of 
Christian doctrine as opposed to Romish and Ritualistic errors. There can 
be no doubt that Ritualism is spreading, and that many faithful Protes- 
tants are being driven from their own parish churches in consequence 
of the introduction of Ritualistic doctrines and practices. Hence the 
necessity for energetic efforts being made to enlighten the people. 

In addition to establishing Classes, a series of popular Protestant 
lectures have been delivered during the past month by Mr. T. G. Owens, 
in each of the following towns :—Southport, Blackpool, Fleetwood, and 
Preston. We are confident that the Protestant people of England will 
not allow such efforts to lag for want of support, but that they will 
readily help, by their earnest prayers and liberal contributions, to 
sustain and extend such important labours. 

One of the departments of the work of this Institute is to supply 
Tracts for distribution among the people, on the doctrines of the 
Reformation. The Stirling Tract Depot and the Religious Tract 
Society have frequently given grants to the Institute for this purpose, 
The following testimony from an earnest and devoted Scripture Reader. 
on his distribution of chiefly the Stirling Tracts, is encouraging, and 
will be of interest to our readers :— 
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TRACT DISTRIBUTION IN THE EAST OF LONDON, 


* Some seeds fell ral the wayside . . . some fell upon stony places . .. . and some 
fell among thorns . But other fell into good : round, and brought forth fruit.” 
Marr, xiii. 4, 5, 7, 8. 

One of our Readers has lately made a point of posting himself every Sunday, 
wet or dry, outside the parish church to which he is attached, and which is 
situated in one of the most —_ minent roadways in the East of London. In this 
way thousands of people are invited to the House of God, who would perhaps 


never enter a place of adler Tage a a thousands of tracts are distributed to willing 
recipients. On the whole, he has met with much encouragement in the work, 
though he is sometimes met by a ribald jest, a derisive sneer, an oath of blasphemy, 
and occasionally by language the most ‘obscene. More generally, however, the 








silent little messenger is accepted with a hearty welcome, and that by all classes of 
people. A son of a neighbouring tradesman comes every Sunday for a tract ; and 
many of the congregation regularly come up to the Reader for “ theirs,” evidently 
looking out, Sunday after Sunday, for a message to their souls. On one occasion 
a gentleman who had been for some years absent from London, and was horrified 
at the vast amount of en te hich he witnessed, came up to the 
Reader, cordially shook him by the hand, and expressed his delight at the effort 
he was making to counteract it. "Or 1 another day he met with a very different 
reception from a passer-by. A Roman Catholic abused him in unmeasured terms 


for the work in which he was engaged, at the same time violently denouncing the 
Church of England. In defending his position and his Church, he unwittingly 
drew around him a crowd of persons, when his opponent was only too glad to 
steal away, whilst the Reader distributed his tracts in all directions. It is very 
cheering oftentimes to see the way in which the tracts are treated. Men will 
stand against a lamp-post, and read them all through before they attempt to 
move on; and he has seen as many as six turn back, one by one, and enter the 
church! Of course, he sometimes meets with less success, but at all times he is 
encouraged by the thought that wherever the good seed of the Word is sown, it 
will in due time spring‘ up and bear fruit to the glory of God—‘Some an hun- 
dredfold, some sixtyfold, some thirtyfold.” 





Mpposition to Pastor Chiniquy’s Labours 
Canada. 


Dear anpd Kinp Curistian Frienps,—So many of you have lately 
addressed to me enquiring letters about the Evangelisation work 
among the French Canadians, and the difficulties we meet, that it is 
absolutely impossible to answer every one, except by a public letter 
which will meet the greatest part of your questions. 

Please, then, do not find fault with me if I respectfully request you 
totake as my answer this letter, which I address you through the 
public press. 

lst. The progress of the Gospel cause ? 

It is much above my most sanguine expectations... . . These 
last four months I have not been a single day in Montreal without 
witnessing some conversion from Romanism. . . . And many 
times those conversions were accompanied with such admirable tokens 
of the mercies of God towards the converts that I could not refrain my 
tears of joy. It would be too long to give you all the details. . 

Let me refer only to one or two. 

Some time ago, a lady, ace ompanie xl by a fine little boy about eight 
years old, came to me and said :—“ Have you remarked a woman who 
last winter never failed to sit in the front pew of your church, even 
when our lives were in such danger from the stones which fell from 
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every window? I amthat woman. My name is You see 
that by my father and husband and my fortune I belong to what is 
usually called the first French-Canadian families of Montreal. I was 
born a Roman Catholic like you; but what I have seen with my own 
eyes, and heard with my own ears, of the arrogance and secret cor- 
ruption of the Priests here in Canada and in Europe, had so much 
shaken my faith that I determined to hear what you had to say. 
Thanks be to God, though my father confessor had forbidden it, I went 
to hear you the very first day you preached in the Craig-street ‘Church. 
In order not to be known, I disguised myself as well as I could, but I 
was always accompanied with a faithful and fearless servant, well armed. 
No storms, no rain, no danger of any kind, could prevent me from 
going to hear you after the first time I had listened to your address. 
The simplicity and irresistible power of your arguments have made 
such a deep impression on me that, one after the other, all the errors of 
the Church of Rome have disappeared from my intelligence. I have 
bought a Bible, and by comparing your arguments with the teachings 
of the holy Scriptures, I have remained perfectly convinced that you 
preach the truth, and nothing but the truth. I see, I feel that 
Jesus is my only salvation and life; that to him alone I must go to be 
saved. For the first time in my life I have understood that forgiveness 
of sin, eternal life, Jesus himself was a gift! I have accepted the 
gift, and in its possession I have found that peace and joy which 
surpass all understanding. I come, my dear Mr. Chiniquy, to 
thank and bless you, because you have been the instrument of God to 
bring me to Christ, and to save my soul through the atoning death of 
the Son of God.” 

Some days after this a fine-looking man came to me and said :— 
“T have received a good education, and I have travelled a great deal in 
Europe and America; I have seen Rome, Naples, Paris, &c.; every- 
where I have attended the church services of the Catholic religion in 
which my parents educated me. But, like all the educated classes, though 
exteriorly 2 Roman Catholic, I was a seeptic in my heart. For it is a 
well-known fact that there is not one in twenty educated Catholics 
who really believe all the dogmas of the Church of Rome. Every one 
of them laugh at the Infallibility. They scorn the wafer-god whom 
the Priests create every morning. The Confessional abominations are 
well known to every one of them. Thecorruption of the clergy is a secret 
to nobody; it is the most common subject of our daily conversation 
and jokes. It is only through hypocrisy that some of the educated 
classes go to confess and receive the communion ; they want the help 
of the Priest to be elected, or to succeed in their trade. They all know 
that to offend the Priest is sure social death, and bankruptcy. But I 
have regularly attended your meetings ; for the first time in my life I 
have felt the want of a religion, and the religion you preach is just 
the religion I want. I like that Christ who died for me, and who 
requires nothing from me but to repent and believe in his love and 
death. Yes, I love the religion which commands nothing, but to love 
my God and my neighbour! I like that religion which tells me that 
salvation is a gift—eternal life a gift! Jesus himself my Saviour, my 
brother, my sacrifice, my God, a gift! I accept that great, glorious 
gift. I feel happy in its possession.” 
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I pressed that dear countryman to my breast, mixed my tears of 
joy with his own, and with the angels of God I gave praises to the 
Lamb who has redeemed us with his blood, and who had written the 
name of that new-born brother in the Book of Life. 

The number of converts and enquirers who come to hear the truth 
every Sabbath in our church (Russell Hall) is increasing so rapidly 
that I hope, before long, that church will be too small. Now, let us 
speak of the difficulties. They are of different kinds; but the principal 
come from the terrible earnestness and the incredible malice of the 
Priests. . . . Our dear converts are daily exposed from their part 
to every kind of insult and persecutions. The slaves of the Priests 
are ordered everywhere to abuse and discourage them. . . . If 
they are mechanics, they are cruelly turned out from their employ- 
ments, even by the city corporation, which is principally paid and 
supported by Protestant money. If they are merchants, it is forbidden 
to buy anything from them. If the disciples of the Gospel in Montreal 
do not take the resolution to employ these converts or encourage them 
in their trade and business, it will soon be a suicide for a man, in 
‘Montreal, to give up the errors of Rome and follow Christ. But 
thanks be to God, I have found a good number of intelligent Protes- 
tants who understand that it is not only an imperative Christian duty, 
but a patriotic and self-protective action to keep up those converts by 
giving them the work they want to support themselves in our midst ; 
for, before long, their numbers at the poll against the Priest party 


will tell more than is suspected. I have not the least doubt that, if 


the wealthy Protestants of Montreal do their duty to-day towards the 
multitudes who want to free themselves from the Priests’ yoke, the 
scales will soon be entirely turned at the election days—and the 
tyranny of the Romish clergy will be for ever destroyed. 

I will not speak of the personal dangers which I have to meet, for 
the insults which I receive almost every time I walk in the streets, or 
travel anywhere, have become of such daily and common occurrence 
that it is idle to mention them. I will only speak of one of them to 
ask my Christian friends to help me to bless the merciful Saviour who 
permitted me to suffer those humiliations and go through those dangers 
for his name’s sake. 

Last Saturday morning I was on my way to Chicoutimi to visit 
and help our dear brother Cofé, who has done such a glorious evan- 
gelical work, and who is really, by his zeal and wisdom, shaking the 
power of Rome and preparing its downfall in that region. The steamer 
had to stop a couple of hours at the Baie des Ha! Ha! It was early 
in the morning. I was on the deck, admiring the magnificent scenery. 
I was also reading my Bible, and praying God to convert my dear 
countrymen, when I saw a great multitude running from the village 
towards the wharf to which the steamer was tied. . . . At their 
head was a venerable old man, who, having saluted me very politely, 
said, “ Mr. Chiniquy, would you be kind enough to tell us why you 
have left our holy religion ? ” 

And from the crowd many voices said:—‘ Yes sir, please tell us 
why you have left our Church ? ” 

I answered them :—“ My friends, I thank God and bless you for 
asking me such athing. . . . I will satisfy you.” 
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But I had not spoken two minutes when five or six voices, evidently 
trained by the Priests, cried :—‘* Hold your tongue, infamous apostate 
. we don’t want to hear your lies and your blasphemies; you 

are possessed by the devil,” &. . 

The good old man with the rest of the people answered them :— 
“Tf you do not like to hear Mr, Chiniquy, you may go where you 
please, but we have come to hear him ; he speaks politely. ° 
“ Please, Mr. C., “said he, “ continue to speak.” 

I resumed, but before I had spoken two minutes, the principal 
opponent advanced to the front of the wharf, just five or six feet from 
me, with a big six-pound loaf in his hand, and with a terrible 
imprecation, calling me a devil, he said, “If you speak any more 
here, I shall break your head with this loaf.” 

I answered him, “ My friend, I have as much right to speak here as 
you. I have not a word to say which can be a causo of offence to 
anybody. I will answer the questions of these friends, and tell them 
how the dear Saviour Jesus Christ has saved my soul, and how he will 
save yours also.” 

These last words were hardly out of my lips when, as quick as 
lightning, the loaf was thrown at my head with such power that I 
staggered, and I would have fallen on the deck had I not been thrown 
on a big post which supported me. My hat rolled down with the loaf 
on the deck. When I was trying to recover my strength and equili- 
brium, I heard a multitude of cries, ““Shame! shame! You are a 
coward to strike an old, defenceless man, who speaks to us so politely.” 

Encouraged by these friendly words, after I had entirely recovered 
from the blow, I began to speak again, but I had not said five words 
when an egg struck my chin, filled my beard with the fragments of 
the shell, and covered my face and my vest with the contents. I 
calmly with my right hand took away as much as I could of the 
fragments of the shell from my beard, and without paying any 
attention to the dirt which covered my face and spoiled my clothing, 
I raised my hands to heaven, and I said, “‘ Dear Jesus, I thank and 
bless thee for what I have to suffer here for thy cause, Please, 
beloved Saviour, forgive the sin which that deluded man has com- 
mitted. Oh! bless him and everyone here by granting them to know 
and love thee with all their hearts during their lives, and give them a 
place in thy kingdom after their death.” 

I have never witnessed such a solemn silence as the one which that 
multitude kept while I was addressing that prayer to Christ 
and thanks be to God, I have never had an audience which listened 
to my poor words with so much attention and respect. I spoke from 
the deck about one hour without any interruption, till the whistle of 
the steamer announced that the time had come to leave. 

I hope that a rich crop will come from the good seed sown from 
the upper deck of that boat. 

There is not the least doubt in my mind that if we, the children of 
light, do our duty, before long we shall see the downfall of Popery in 
Canada. There are multitudes who are shaken in their convictions, 
and want to hear the truth. Let us work and pray; but, also, let us 
fight as true soldiers of Christ. C. Cunyievy, 
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jPopery and Crime in Bictoria, 
To the Editor of Tue Armovry. 
Sir,—Your kindness in giving a place to my remarks on the Report on 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools makes me bold to send you a few statistics as 


to crime in Victoria, and the relative numbers of the different religious bodies 
of the Colony. 

















> , | Numbers - at 
Religious Denominations. | Ropulation | apprehended per tae. — 
| in 1874. 
Protestants grt 525,039 | 13,822 26 1 in 38 
Roman Catholics... asa wool 167,468 9,286 55 lin is 
Jews ... os . ; 3,571 66) 
Mahometans ae sb : 125 sf 
Pagans : aan an oe 17,650 442 19 1 in 62 
No Religion “a esi 2,150 163) 
Not stated 15,525 40 
a —_—_____| - -|—— ‘ 
Total Yee 731,528 | 23,856 32 1 in 30 
| 








It isthusshown that whereas the numbers of Protestants are considerably more 
than three times those of the Roman Catholics, yet the proportion of criminals 
of the latter is more than double. 

With regard to the ratios of the other persuasions, the majority belong to 
the aboriginal inhabitants, residing in the wildsof the Colony, and, therefore, 
only partially amenable to police supervision; and the next are those who, from 
various considerations, abstain from returning themselves as belonging to any 
denominati But when apprehended, their objections are not respected by 
the police ; and they are, therefore, returned under the headings of the different 
denominations. It would be of great service if like statistics were available for 
the United Kingdom, in order that the Prison Ministers’ Amendment Bill 
might be more effectually opposed, and the effects of Romanism shown on the 
general morality of the natives—bringing down with it the morals of the lower 
order of Englishmen, who are constantly witnesses to the scenes that produce 
such a deplorable state of things among Romanists, who fancy that the Priest can 
cleanse all sin, and instead of being told to “go and sin no more,” they are 
encouraged to continue in sin through Jubilees, Indulgencies, Penances, Masses, &c, 

N.D. 













Che Persecution of the Jansenists by the 
Jesuists.” 
By C. P. Srewart, M.A., 
Author of “Numismatic Memorials on the Massacre of St. Bartholomew,” 
&ec 9 &e. 

There is no more striking example of religious intolerance than the 
uncompromising persecution and final destruction of the Jansenists 
of Port Royal. 

As the narrative of their sufferings is connected rather with the 
ecclesiastical than political history of France, it often escapes the 
English reader, unless he happened to have perused the biographies of 
Bossuet and Fénélon, or memoirs relating to the reign of that 
immortal bigot, Louis XIV. 

The title ‘‘Jansenist” is derived from Cornelius Jansenius, Catholic 
Bishop of Ypres in Holland, who flourished about 1620, and was the 
author of several theological works of the highest order, remarkable 





* We give the chief portion of an article entitled “The Fate of Port Royal,” which 
appeared in St, James's Mgazine of last month, as it illustrates the action which 
the Jesuits are pursuing against the Old Catholics of our day. 

















PERSECUTION OF THE JANSENISTS. 


for a profound piety and learning, which gave them rapidly a wide 
circulation. The child of very strict Roman Catholics, he was 
educated for orders at Utrecht and Louvain, of which latter university 
he became Chancellor, and soon obtained universal reputation for his 
charities, unceasing labours, lowliness of mind, and many Christian 
graces. 

Almost as well known was his intimate friend the pious Du Vergier 
de Hauranne, Abbot of the Monastery of St. Cyran, who was equally 
distinguished for crudition and all that is lovely and sublime in the 
Christian character. A man of great strength of mind, though full of 
gentleness and humility, he eight times declined Cardinal Richelieu’s 
offer of a bishopric, preferring retirement to all the honours which his 
reputation could procure him. 

Such were the two principal founders of that school of thought 
which, from its purity and simplicity, has been defined as in doctrine 
the Calvinism, and in practise the Methodism of the Church of Rome. 
The effects they produced on society in France proved their influence 
amongst both theclergy and the laity; but, unfortunately for them- 
selves, they aroused the enmity of the then powerful body of Jesuits ; 
first, because in a dispute between that body and Louvain University, 
Jansenius was victorious; secondly, because the Jansenists differed 
from the Jesuits on many theological questions—such as the doctrines 
of grace and freewill, the love of God, the remission of sins, &c. ; 
thirdly, and principally, because of Jesuit jealousy of the genius 
exhibited by Pascal, Arnauld, Rollin, Fleury, Rascine, Quesnel, Le 
Maitre, De Sacy, Tillemont, and other brilliant disciples of Jansenius. 

The sufferings of the Jansenists, though incurred through accu- 
sations of heresy, were not due to any support of Huguenot principles, 
but to their translation of the Scriptures, to their attacks on Molina, 
Lessius, and other Quietists, as also on the immorality of the Jesuitic 
casuistry, and to the enmity of Cardinal Richelieu, whose policy it 
was to support the Society of Jesus... . . 

No sooner did this work appear, than the Jesuits attacked it with 
great virulence. Their anger extended to his followers, who were 
assailed violently, and even the very tomb and epitaph of the good 
Bishop were one night secretly demolished, and his body carried no one 
ever ascertained whither; though he had lived and died a strict 
member of the Roman Catholic faith! 

Jansenius died in 1638—thirteen years after his faithful friend the 
Abbot of St. Cyran had been selected by the Bishop of Langres as 
director of a new religious institution, where he became acquainted 
with the well-known Mere Angélique, Abbess of the Convent of Port 
Royal, who had aiso been appointed by the same Bishop to undertake 
its establishment. Through this acquaintance and the esteem he won 
from the Port Royalists he was not long after selected director of the 
new establishment, on its restoration as a religious house in 1638. 
....+ M.deSt. Cyran, having been accused of heresy, was under- 
going an imprisonment at Vincennes, which lasted for five years, 
and terminated only with the life of the relentless Richelieu.-St.Cyran 
so arranged that every one at Port Royal was engaged in the line best 
suited to him; some in education, or the preparation of educational 
works, some in theological or other literature, some as physicians, 
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nurses, farmers, shoemakers, &c. Self-denial, simplicity, generosity, 
and fervent piety were their chief characteristics. Novices were com- 
pelled to undergo two years’ probation, and were received when poor 
without the donation or dowry exacted at similar establishments. . . . 

Many of the nobility of France gave lands, mansions, or large gifts, 
and made bequests to aid the Jansenist brethren, all of which were 
spent in the absolute necessities of their own communities, in affording 
help to others less fortunate, and in well-considered charity tewards 
the hardworking and almost starving peasantry in their vicinity, 
during the lengthened wars of Louis XIII. and XIV. But all the 
good done was powerless to prevent the persecution which Jesuit 
influence brought to bear on the Sorbonne, the clergy, and the court 
to abolish the numerous Jansenist schools flourishing in various places, 
whose teachers were amongst the most eminent of the Port Royalist 
Fathers, and whose Grammars and educational works still maintain a 
high position. 

The Jesuits were successful. The police and troops descended 
without notice on Port Royal des Champs, and obtained lists of the 
little academies, to which they forthwith proceeded and ejected all the 
fathers and tutors under penalty of imprisonment. Scholars and 
novices were, upon a warrant from the Council, ordered to be similarly 
treated. This order, however, was not carried into effect, owing to 
the sensation produced on the public mind by a reputed “ miracle,” 
which was said to have taken place at Port Royal. A little niece of 
the great Pascal, it was alleged, had been suddenly cured of a painful 
and long-endured abscess in the eye—a manifestation of Divine favour, 
the truth of which was apparently not doubted either by friends or 
foes of the Jansenists. 

This event, whatever be the explanation given of it, produced many 
conversions, especially amongst the noble and wealthy, such as the 
Queen of Poland, Madame de Longueville, Prince and Princess 
de Conti, Madame de Sevigné, besides many dukes and marquises and 
other well-known persons—an accession of strength to the cause 
which only increased the anger of the enemies of the Jansenists, 
and stimulated them to take still further measures for their destruction. 

A creed or formulary was framed by the Archbishop of Toulouse, to 
which every member of Port Royal was ordered to conform. All, 
however, unanimously declined, and were supported in their refusal by 
the Bishops of Angers, Alet, Beauvais, and Panniers. The result was 
that the unexecuted Order in Council was now enforced, and all 
scholars, novices, directors, and confessors were immediately expelled 
from the Institution. This was followed by a visit from the Arch- 
bishop of Paris (backed by the civil authority), who selected twenty- 
six nuns, and dispersed them in various convents, as the best means 
of obtaining submission—those left behind being forbidden to com- 
municate with any one out of the convent, or to partake of the 
sacraments. A few days later a similar visit was made with greater 
ceremony ; and amid a scene of violence, garnished with language by 
His Grace of the most vehement abuse, more nuns were seized and 
conveyed to different convents. 

The vacancies thus caused in the principal posts the Archbishop 
arbitrarily filled with nuns of different religious orders, and enforced 
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obedience to the strangers thus placed over them by violent means—a 
most unprecedented proceeding, and a violation of the chief rule of 
every religious body. The two establishments of Port Royal de Paris 
and Port Royal des Champs had hitherto been under one Superior ; 
henceforth, by the sole authority of the Archbishop, they were 
divided into two distinct communities, under Abbesses specially devoted 
to him. 

In the meantime the brethren were being hunted and persecuted as 
though they had been Huguenots; many were imprisoned and kept 
with extreme severity in the Bastille, amongst them De Sacy; others 
fled and hid themsc!ves, while rewards were publicly advertised for 
their capture. 

At this juncture Clement IX. was elected Pope, and, thanks to un- 
ceasing efforts made with him in 1668 by the Dukes and Duchesses de 
Longueville, Liancourt, and Luynes, the Prince de Conti, and other 
powerful friends of the oppressed Jansenists, the persecution ceased 
for a time; but about 1679 it was again renowed as bitterly as before. 
After a series of almost unparalleled severities, Cardinal de Noailles 
issued a decree for the total suppression and extinction of the Institu- 
tion of Port Royal des Champs. In 1709 a sudden and unexpected 
visit was made by the police and civic authorities, supported by a 
considerable force of cavalry, and the unhappy nuns were carried off 
in separate carriages, and sent to various convents throughout France, 
while the servitors, who had some of them been fifty years in the 
service of the community, were summarily thrown on the wide world, 
without food, raiment, home, or the smallest pension. Some of the 
nuns thus ruthlessly treated were over eighty years of age! Every 
part of the establishment was ransacked and pillaged ; private property 
was confiscated ; the very bodies of the dead were exhumed, and 
exposed in the most indecent manner, under the “ supervision” of a 
Priest appointed by Cardinal de Noailles (the remains of deceased 
members of the community being dug up in every stage of decomposi- 
tion by drunken grave-diggers, and some bodies actually hacked to 
pieces purposely by the pickaxes and spades of the diggers, when not 
sufficiently decomposed to crumble and separate easily), and then all— 
some three hundred corpses—thrown into one enormous heap, whence 
they were literally, in many instances, devoured by hungry dogs! 
This ghastly collection complete, the bodies were carried in tumbrils 
to the precincts of the Church of St. Lambert, were they were all 
thrown into one common grave, the road they had travelled being 
traced by the mangled portions of the corpses which fell out of the 
piled-up carts as they jolted along. 

The only memorial allowed to be put over these victims of intole- 
rance was a plain black cross, and the place of sepulture was carefully 
separated from the rest of the churchyard. 

Finally, when the last load of corpses had been removed, the demo- 
lition of Port Royal des Champs began. The chief part of the building 
was blown up with gunpowder; the massive timber and woodwork 
were sold by auction, and the last remnants of the stonework were 
used by the Archbishop of Beaumont for an aqueduct. None of the 
dispersed and imprisoned nuns and brethren were released till the 
death of Louis XIV. All underwent the most severe treatment in the 
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various convents to which they had been driven. Sister Anne de 
Rémicourt (sub-Prioress of Port Royal), for instance, was relegated to 
the Convent of Belleford, where she was kept closely confined under 
lock and key, in a miserable outhouse, by order of the Abbess 
(Madame de St. Pierre); for years she saw no one but the lay-sister 
who fed her; no nun was allowed to speak to her; she was deprived 
of all public offices of worship, wholly interdicted the use of books 
and writing materials, and allowed neither fire nor candle throughout 
the winter of 1709 (the severest known in France for two centuries) ; 
nor was there in summer heat any inlet for fresh air, except through 
a small fireplace. Madame de Valoise, another sister, was long im- 
prisoned in solitary confinement at the Convent des Filles de Dieu, at 
Chartres, while in grievously bad health. She was denied the use of 
books, the most ordinary necessaries of life, such as warm clothing 
and firing, and the sacraments of the Church, by the authority of the 
Bishop of Chartres, who also threatened to deprive her of the last 
rites of religion at her death, and have her body thrown on a dunghill. 
When transferred to a convent at Mantes, she experienced similar 
seve;rivy 

The Bishop of Bloise persistently refused the last sacraments to 
another unhappy prisoner when she was dying—Madame Louise du 
Mesnil de Courtiaux, Reverend Mother-Prioress of Port Royal—and 
declared to her in a voice of thunder that her body should not be 
buried in consecrated ground; and accordingly it was, without any 
of the ceremonies and prayers of the Church, cast into a hole in an 
old abandoned burying-ground, which was covered with nettles and 
tubbish, quite apart from that portion used for the other nuns of the 
Church. 

Many more cases could be cited, such as those of the unfortunate 
Madame de la Mothe Guyon; the Abbé de St. Cyran, who was kept 
for five years a close prisoner in the fort of Vincennes, and died in 

1743 ; Le Maitre de Sacy, who was imprisoned with Du Foss¢é in the 
Bastile, and whose funeral was carried out only a danger and 
difficulty ; Mother Madeline de Ligny, the worthy Abbess ; Mother 
Catherine and Sisters de St. Paul Arnauld and Angé lique Thérése de 
St. Jean, and Mother Marie Dorothée, who were all incarcerated with 
some score of others, by Péréfixe, Archbishop of Paris, merely for 

ansenism. Even Fénélon, Archbishop of Cambray, who had shown 
great a leaning towards it, was exiled. 

Yet Father Basil said that “he thought the Port Royal nuns had 
been treated with far too much lenity; that in It aly or Spain they 
would have been dressed as devils, and burnt alive.” 

Such was the sad end of Port Royal and the Jansenists—the only 
crimes laid to whose charge were, too great piety and simplicity ; too 
great purity of faith and practice; too great exaltation of the 
Scriptures over the commandments of men; too great distinction in 
some of the highest branches of learning; and, worst of all, daring to 
differ from and withstand the Jesuits. All might have been over- 
looked but for this last crime—this was the signal for their death- 
warrant; for abominable as the calumnies brought against them 
were—calumnies never substantiated in the smallest particular, but 








PERSECUTION OF THE JANSENISTS. 171 


recoiling on their originators—the cry of “ heresy” (i.c., antagonism 
to the Jesuits) was the only one successfully raised against these 
patient martyrs. 

It is not our purpose to discuss their theological views, or to 
attempt to define or defend the intricate and subtle theological dif- 
ferences they maintained against the disciples of Loyola, but we must 
say that they were neither Huguenots nor Calvinists, nor Lutherans ; 
they were Roman Catholics—strict and zealous Catholics ; neverthe- 
less we see the fierce treatment they had to endure at the hands of 
the Church to which they belonged, and from which they had no 
thought of separating, and may deduce from it what would be the 
fate of the “Old Catholics” of our day had the Jesuits the power to 
follow the example of their predecessors, whose bigotry brought re- 
proach, disgrace, and ruin on “ La belle France” of Louis XIV., and 
hastened the awful retribution which deluged it with oceans of blood 
at the Revolution. 

Port Royal was no secret society. It never tampered with political 
or national matters. Posterity, says Petitpied eloquently, will recog- 
nise as a truth what neither the course of ages nor the iniquity of 
mankind can cause to be forgotten—that this sainted house perished, 
not for crimes committed within its walls; not for the ambition of 
the nuns, nor for disunion among them; not because of costly expen- 
diture, nor sumptuous buildings rashly undertaken; but in defence of 
a religious principle, for an undeviating attachment to Christian 
sincerity. 

Religious persecutions under Louis XIV. were not caused by the 
State, but by the fanaticism of the Church; and that monarch on his 
death-bed, calling around him those who had been his spiritual 
advisers—Cardinal de Rohan, Cardinal de Bussy, and Father le Tellier 
the Jesuit—addressed to them these memorable words :—“ If you have 
misled and deceived me, you are deeply guilty, for indeed I acted in 
good faith—in truth, I sought the peace of the Church.” 

And that Church condoned all the sins of his “ Most Christian 
Majesty ”—his overweening pride, vanity, and ambition, his unjust 
wars, his despotic exactions, his open and flagrant immoralities and 
personal irreligion, even his hauteur to the Court of Rome—all were 
ignored, nay, approved, so long as compensation in the shape of uncom- 
promising and heartless cruelty against heretics was given to her. To 
her, Louis XIV. was “ Grand Monarque” indeed, whilst he dra- 
gooned Protestants, and extirpated heresy. To her this is the “ one 
thing needful.” She is the only Church that persistently persecutes on 
principle, and proclaims, as an unquestioned and essential dogma, her 
mission, and therefore right to do so. 

Bosseut, that pillar of the Church, was one of the most ardent and 
conscientious persecutors of the period; and as confirmatory of the 
explanation of the cause of the sufferings of the unhappy Jansenists, we 
cannot do better than conclude with the following extract from one of 
the great Archbishop’s works :—‘ The Church of Rome is the most 
intolerant of all Christian sects; it is her holy and inflexible incom- 
patibility which renders her severe, unconciliating, and odious to all 
sects separated from her; they desire only to be tolerated by her; but 
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her holy severity forbids such indulgence. .... The oxercise of the 
power of the sword in matters of religion and conscience is a point 
not to be called in question, and there is no illusion more dangerous 
than to make toleration a characteristic of the true Church.” 





Lord Redesdale’s Challenge to Dr. Manning. 


The following letter from Lord Redesdale has been published in 
the Daily Telegraph :— 


Sre,—In your letter of yesterday (8th Oct.), Cardinal Manning gives the following 
as the correct extract from “The Temporal Mission of the Holy Ghost” :—‘ The 
appeal to antiquity is both a treason and a heresy. It is treason because it rejects 
the Divine voice of the Church at this hour, and a heresy because it denies that 
voice to be Divine.” And defends it by stating his argument to be as follows :— 
“* The appeal from the living voice of the Church to any tribunal whatsoever, 
human history included, is an act of private judgment and a treason, because that 
living voice is supreme; and to appeal from that supreme voice is also a heresy, 
because that voice, by Divine assistance, is infallible.” He adds, “I have seen 
much misrepresentationof my argument, but I have never seen an answer. Unless 
the premises can be refuted, no answer can be made.” 

I accept the challenge. The Church of Rome refuses the cup to the laity who 
come to her to receive the Sacrament of Christ’s body and blood. I desire the 
Cardinal to give, if he can, prompt, separate, and explicit answers to the three 
following questions :— 

First—Is it treason and heresy to say that history informs us that when Christ 
instituted that Holy Sacrament He ordained that His blood was to be given and 
received through the wineas well as His body through the bread, and that all 
ought now to receive the Sacrament in the manner he ordained ? 

Second—Is it treason and heresy to say that antiquity informs us that in the 
time of the Apostles and long afterwards all who received that Sacrament partook 
of the wine as well as the bread, and that we ought all now to do as they did? 

Third—When and how was the Church of Rome Divinely instructed to order 
what is directly contrary to what Christ Himself ordered when on earth by express 
words ?—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 


Buxton, REDESDALE. 


G father Wereft of his Son bp a Romish priest. 


We cannot find words to characterise the conduct of the Romish priest 
described in the following correspondence, which appeared in the Times 
on the 19th October. We deeply sympathise with the bereaved, and 
earnestly pray that, by the grace of God, his son may yet be restored to 
the bosom of his family. The Editor of the Times says :— 

** We are asked by the father of a young man who has been lately 
received, at St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, into the Church of Rome to publish the 
following edifying correspondence. The father, who is a clergyman of 
the Church of England, states that he is willing to give his name to any 
one who may require it, but he desires us not to publish it in our 
columns ; and we, therefore, suppress also that of his antagonist : 

“Sept. 3, 1875.—Rev. Sir,—Although deeply wounded and beyond measure 
indignant at your invasion of parental authority in the case of my poor, 
delicate, and therefore weakheaded boy, I write more in a spirit of duty than anger 
to ask youa few simple questions as a father whose instruction his son now sets 
at defiance, and as owing duties towards other members of his family, whose love 
that once tenderly attached son now lightly esteems. I trust you will not refuse 
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explicit answers to them. 1. When you re-baptized my son and admitted him to 
your communion on the 2nd of August, after only two previous interviews, were 
you aware thatin coming to you he was acting in direct opposition to his father’s 
wishes? 2. Afterreceiving my son, did you encourage him to deceive me, telling 
him that, if asked where he had been after visiting you and attending your chapel, 
he was to answer, that he had been fora walk? 3. Have you taught hin 
opinions which he now proclaims—(a) that itis his duty to turn a deaf ear to 
my teachings; ()) that the voice of the Priest or of the Church is superior to the 
inspired Word of God ; (c) that it is a sin to appeal to the authorized Protestant 
version of the Bible in order to establish the truth or falsity of any particular 
doctrine? 4. In the face of proceedings which have brought such sorrow 
upon his family, have you taught my son, or do you approve of his holding, that 
deliberate disobedience to parents, attended with aggravated circumstances of 
secrecy, duplicity, and treachery, is justifiable, even meritorious; a lie ceasing to 
be a lie if ordered by the Church? 5. As you have become the spiritual 
director of my son, perhaps you will inform me whether it is your 
advice that he should absent himself from the worship of the Church of Eng- 
land, and whether he must now, as a Roman Catholic, regard her teachings as 
dangerous and false. Such dogmas as I have mentioned are so repugnant to every 
sincere lover of truth and to every conscientious Christian, it is so difficult for an 
honest man to suppose another capable of holding such perversions of the simplest 
truths of morality, that it is only fair to give you an opportunity of justifying or 
repudiating conduct which is utterly contrary to all that is upright and holy. 
With regard to the working of the Romish system, as exhibited in my son’s case, 
it remains for the fathers and mothers%of this free country to decide whether they 
will submit to the hearts of the children whom God has given them being thus 
alienated from them by priestly direction, and secretly admitted into a Church 
whose teaching they believe to be contrary to the Word of God at an age when 
those children are not capable of forming opinions on the most important ef 
truths for themselves. I need hardly add that I shall consider myself at perfect 
liberty to publish my letter to you and your reply. With earnest prayer that 
the cruel injury which you have done me and mine may not only be pardoned, 
but over-ruled for advancing the truth as it is in Jesus, I remain, Rev. Sir, 
yours obediently,——.”’ 

“St. Leonard’s-on Sea, Sept. 24, 1875.—Rev. Sir,—I received a letter from you 
on the subject of your son. You there express your great aversion to my having 
been the instrument, in God’s hands, for his reconciliation with the Church of his 
fathers, the Church of the living God, One, Holy, Catholic, and Apostolic, the 

illar and foundation of truth, outside of which no one can be saved. This, 

owever, according to your letter, seems to have given you very great umbrage 
indeed. It seems to vex you much; and you are evidently embarrassed through 
it, in your position of life, as being a paid minister of an heretical sect. In 
whatever way, then, you might like to make your anger sensible to your son 
you would like to pour out the vials of wrath upon me, and that in two ways. 
First, there is the menace of the Press—‘ you consider yourself at perfect liberty 
to publish your letter as well as my reply.’ This reminds me of the wife of a 
Protestant minister, a near relation to a well-known Protestant Bishop, whom I 
received into the Church some time back. When she informed her husband of this 
occurrences this meek and Christian gentieman declared for some days that, if he 
could only find out this Priest, he would shoot him without a moment’s 
delay. Another time a knife and a stone were brought up here for a 
precisely similar motive and purpose, And now, at last, I am to be annihilated 
when you shall hang me up on the gibbet of the Press. Pray, however, do your 
best or your worst in this way—I shall be able to fight the Press as well as 
yourself. From all such I expect but 40stripes save one. 2. Your second way 
of venting your displeasure is by writing in an abusive manner about the Catholic 
Church, and the version of the tenets that you choose shall belong to it. ‘ The 
dogmas of this Church, as taught by me, are so repugnant to every sincere lover 
of truth and to every conscientious Christian, . . . it is difficult for au honest man 
to suppose another capable of holding such a perversion of the simplest truths of 
morality.’ What are these dogmas that you thus fall foul of ?— that any one * should 
absent himself from the worship of the Church of England, and regard her 
teaching as dangerons and falso.? When you wrote this you must have been 
fully aware that, not to mention others, the Dissenters ‘ absent themselves from the 
worship of the Churchof England and regard her teaching as dangerous and false.’ 
Pray, why are not all such persons as good and conscientious Christians and sincere 
lovers of truth ‘as yourself?’ I think when you talkin this wild way you must 
have been studying the style of that ecclestiastical mountebank in his lucubrations 
on Wesleyan ministers, And, further you proceed to vituperate the Catholic 
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Chureh by fastening on ita code of morals of your own invention, and then 
inquire, with a benignant simplicity and force, ‘whether I approve of duplicity 
and treachery being justifiable, and whether I approve of deliberate disobedience 
to parents, attended with aggravated circumstances of secrecy, duplicity, and 
treachery being justifiable and even meritorious ; a lie ceasing to be a lie if ordered 
by the Church.’ Now, do you suppose that I or any one else will think for a 
moment that you are asking such a question with a desire for real information? 
Oh, no! for, having asked it, no doubt you will pause for a reply. For here is 
the grand theme for the Press. Just show what these Romish Priests and Jesuits 
are like; their knavery and underhanded system have only to be exposed, and 
even named, in order to be shown up in their true light. ‘A lie ceasing to be a 
lie, if ordered by the Church, and becoming thus justifiable and even meritorious.’ 
From reading Dr. Wordsworth, you have passed on to the late Charles Kingsley. 
Do you think that none of us have heard of this jaunty aud sneaking 
calumniator, who once, in an unhavpy moment for himself, ascribed such senti- 
ments to Dr. Newman and his fellow Catholics? On that occasion he accused Dr, 
Newman of preaching doctrine that would make people ‘become sffected, artificial, 
sly, shifty, ready for concealments and equivocations.’” Though this flippant 
slanderer afterwards got a Court pension, it was almost a pity that Dr. Newman 
bestowed so much pains on the ignominious kicking that he inflicted on him. 
No; before you ask your impertinent question about the Catholic Church, you 
had better go round to the convict prisons of England and ascertain how many 
parsons are confined in them for forgery, theft, and other such crimes, and after 
that, after very little exertion, you willalso discover how many Protestant squires 
and gentlemen there are in England who, from their misgivings about your 
coll 3, never permit one, under any pretext whatever, to pass the threshold of 
their doors. So, also, of your next question,—* whether the voice of the Priest is 
superior to the inspired Word of God.’ I gather that you are not in reality asking 
a question, but that you mean to assert, more or less, that this is also the doctrine 
of the Church. The phraseology, however, seems to be borrowed from the unctuous 
candour of Exeter-hall. Now, the penny catechism which I enclose, will supply 
you with complete and definite information, so that you will find that you were 
totally wrong in supposing that ‘the voice of the Priest is superior to the 
inspired Word of God.’ Further, when you inquire whether ‘it is a sin to appeal 
to the authorized Protestant version of the Bible,’ that all depends, as you must 
know, whether it is, firstly, a complete,and, secondly, a reliable version. Now if 
there be any vast supression of the sacred books, and if besides, a number of pas- 
sages were designedly translated in a most glaringly false and corrupt manner for 
various base aud iniquitous motives, then sucha volume is not the sacred Scripture; 
and it would be but an insult to the God of Truthb,'as being wholly a worthless 
counterfeit of His Holy Word. Whatever your own opinion respecting it, there 
are still a {vast body of people in the world who decline looking upon James I., the 
Star Chamber, and the corrupt Legislature of that period as being either infallible 
or as having the least moral or intellectual weight for guaranteeing any translation 
of the Word of God, And, therefore, if your Bible rest only on such support, it 
would bea but telling a lie to the Holy Ghost to make the slightest appeal to it. 
However, under the hands of your Bible Revision Committee, whose members belong 
to all the sects, the Dean of Westminster and Dr, Colense, the authority of 
your present Protestant version is just on the eve of collapse; while this coming 
one may have to await the confirmation of a Privy Council, and Parliament, 
presided over by such coming lights as Kenealy, Bradlaugh,and Odger. In general, 
I find that you are aggrieved ‘ at the invasion of our parental authority,’ 
which seems to awaken in you the expectation ‘that the fathers and 
mothers in this free country’ must decide whether they will submit to the 
hearts of their children, whom God has given them, being secretly admitted into 
a Church whose teaching they believe to be contrary to the Word of God at an age 
when those children are not capable of forming an opinion for themselves on the 
most important truths. Tobe sure, ‘the fathers and mothers in this free country,’ 
who for those last 20 years have been turning their children out of doors, locking 
them up in prison in their own homes and disinheriting them, because, even as 
grown-up men and women, they only excercised their liberty in becoming recon- 
ciled to the Catholic Church. And then in workhouses and all such institutions, 
the wholesale pitiless pirating away by force of thousands of our children, away 
from their parents, who execrate the sects into which their little ones are plunged 
more even than hell, And,as if we had all forgotten the grim crusade of Protes- 
tantism in Ireland these 30 years back, going with its counterfeit Bible in one hand 
aud its lean soup in the other, and, because that Catholic people in their liberty 
would not desert the Church of their heart, were left by tens of thousands to perish 
by famine, Better a million times over had they fallen into the hands of Turks or 
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cannibals, who sucked up their blood, than to have perished under the stark dere- 
liction of these last myrmidons of a Protestant apostolate. I have now to give you 
to understand in the most unmistakable manner that, whatever the reputed com- 
municativeness of the lady inmates of parsonages may be, I cannot enter into 
any of the details of the interviews between your son and myself either for publi- 
cation or another purpose. And it is altogether unheard of fora Priest to divulge 
to any third party either the questions of those who consult him or the advice he 
may think proper to give them. Having said thus much, I must assure you that 
had you written to me without the use of expressions such as I have been discussing, 
and without sach adjectives as ‘Romish, I might and should have met you in a 
like spirit. But the whole style of your letter reminds me of that phrase of Dr. 
Newman’s, when he describes Protestants as supposing that they live aloft in a 
drawing room, and there throwing down upon us Catholics any mud or other 
missive, as good enough, indeed, for us, whom they regard as best but as being down 
in the gutter. Whoever it may be who assails my religion, or whatever he may 
suppose himself to be, will find, when it is my turn to speak, that he had better be 
cautious, should he lavish upon it abuse and opprobious terms, Finally, in the face 
of the 1,000 ministers and members of the two great Universities who have, in 
spite of the greatest earthly sacrifices left Protestanism to enter that Church, against 
which the gates of hell shall not prevail, be not so positive. In sight of all those 
ancient churches and parishes in your own country, all whose steeples and walls 
proclaim that they were built and founded by your Catholic forefathers, pause, 
lest on the day of judgment they who raised them should call God to condemn 
you, because, in sight of His eternal law, you ara but a usurper in one of them, 
Pause, for obstinately resisting the Church of the living God, and refusing to enter 
it, the sword of God’s eternal damnation is hanging over your head, and it 
requires but the moment of death for it to fall upon you and plunge you into 
that eternal ruin where there is no order, where there is gnashing of teeth, where 
the worm never dies and where the fire is never extinguished.—I am, Rev. Sir, your 
obedient servant, , 








Form of jPraper for the fifth of Movember. 


“ Almighty God and Heavenly Father, who of Thy gracious Provi- 
dence, and tender mercy towards us, didst prevent the malice and 
imagination of our enemies, by discovering and confounding their 
horrible and wicked enterprise, plotted and intended this day to have 
been executed against the King, and the whole estate of England, for 
the subversion of the Government and Religion established among us ; 
and didst likewise upon this day wonderfully conduct Thy servant 
King William, and bring him safely into England to preserve us from 
the attempts of our enemies to bereave us of our Religion and Laws; 
We most humbly praise and magnify Thy most glorious Name for Thy 
unspeakable goodness towards us, expressed in both these acts of Thy 
mercy. We confess it has been of Thy mercy alone that we are not 
consumed, for our sins have cried to Heaven against us, and our 
iniquities justly called for vengeance upon us. But Thou hast not 
dealt with us after our sins, nor rewarded us after our iniquities ; nor 
given us over, as we deserved, to be a prey to our enemies; but hast 
in mercy delivered us from their malice, and preserved us from death 
and destruction. Let the consideration of this Thy repeated goodness, 
© Lord, work in us true repentance, that iniquity may not be our 
ruin; and increase in us more and more a lively faith and love, 
fruitful in all holy obedience; that Thou mayest still continue Thy 
favour, with the light of Thy Gospel, to us and our posterity for ever- 
more; and that for Thy dear Son’s sake, Jesus Christ, our only 
Mediator and Advocate. Amen,” 
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Che Guibord Case. 


The following extract from the Canadian Press will show the impor- 
tance which is attached to this case. The Protestant Educational 
Institute, through its secretary, was mainly instrumental in getting the 
case brought before the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council in 
London. He saw, from the outset, its important bearings on Con- 
stitutional principles :— 


** The State has intervened, it has given judgmext, and it is neither in accord with 
the dignity nor the interest of the Church to offer resistance to the law.”— 
L’EVENEMENT DE QUEBEC, 3rd September. 


From the Toronto Mail, 7th (Conservative.) 

“The Guibord case is the first of its kind that has occurred in this country to 
disturb the public peace and render imminent hostilities of feeling, if not of arms, 
between the majority in one of the capital cities and its constituted municipal 
authorities. As such, and from other causes, it is a case of paramont interest to 
the Federation at large. This is a country of mixed creeds that has had but 
eight years’ experience of the difficult task of uniting separate nationalities in one 
common band and conserving the rights of many opposing creeds, while subjecting 
all to the control of the civil law and doing injustice to none. It would seem that 
the Quebec Ultramontanes have determined to make the Catholic cemetery of 
Montreal the place of meeting of a Council (in which they are represented 
informally by mob delegates) which is to assertthe supremacy of the Church over 
the civil law, not alone of Montreal, the Province of Quebec, and the Dominion, 
but of the Empire, when the observance of the decrees of Rome conflicts with the 
adjustment of the Municipal, Provincial, Federal or Imperial tribunals. A more 
in opport une place or occasion—the removals of a few bones, and a graveyard— 
could hardly have been chosen. The Courrier du Canada of the 3rd instant 
wants to know the man who would not protect the remains of ‘his father, or 
mother, or sister, or brother, or friend,’ from contact with the remains of Guibord; 
as though the internal welfare of the souls of the dead could be affected by the 
worst fate that could befall their abandoned earthly tenements. And many of 
the poor habitans who had set themselves up against the law believe conscientiously, 
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we doubt not, that in keeping Guibord’s dross from commingling with the dross of 
their dead friends, they are guarding the happiness of the souls of the latter. This 
isa terrible thing to say of subjects of an enlightened country in the nineteenth 





’ ; but we believe it none the less to be true. They recognise the Church 
as being ‘ one and indivisible’ from the beginning of Christian time. They know 
nothing of Ultramontanism, itsambition and design to draw the reins tight upon 
advancing freedom of thought. Nor do they know anything of the Institut Cana- 
dien, save that it is of the Church anathema. The Curé opposes Guibord’s inter- 
ment because he is opposed as an Ultramontane to the society of which the 
deceased was a member, the decision of the Privy Council, of course, to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. And the habitants, on the other hand, oppose the 
interment with sticks and staves, because they know that the Curé is opposed to it, 
and believe that, he being a servant of the Church, they will serve the Church by 
serving him (although without his express consent) in preventing by force or 
otherwise that to which he is opposed by dogma. The Curé, as regards his duty 
to the State, holds the doctrine of Dr. Newman and other English Ultramontanes; 
a subject of the Queen, in a conflict between temporal powers ; a subject of the 
Pope, when the Queen’s temporal law conflict with the spiritual jurisdiction. A 
conflict of the latter kind has arisen in this case, and the rioters at the cemetery 
gate are madly asserting by the argumentwm baculinum the doctrinal position 
deliberately assumed by their Ultramontane superiors. It is sincerely to be hoped 
that the Catholic authorities in Montreal will use all the influence they possess to 
yersuade the misguided men to let the law take its course. The words of 

’ Evenement, which we have quoted above, are words of wisdom. The law does 
not recognise the religious sentiment of the rioters ; it has cognizance only of the 
force to which they have resorted in order to put it at defiance.” 
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HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS 
EXPOSITORY LECTURES, 


CONCLUDING WITH EXAMINATION AND PRIZES AWARDED BY THE 
PROTESTANT EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTE 
(Under the sanction of the Bishop of the Diocese.) 





BESSION, OCTOBER-—-DECEMBER, 1875. 
Will (D.V.) be delivered by the 


REY. ROB K RT MAGUIRE, M.A., 
Rector of St. Olave’s, Southwark,) 
On THURSDAYS, Afternoon and Evening 
(Commencing Thursday Afternoon, October ist, 1875), as follows :— 


AFTERNOON LECTURES IN THE PARISH CHURCH, ST. LEQNARDS-ON-SEA. 


(Rey. G. G. GanprvEn, M. A., Rector.) Divine Service at3. Lecture at 3.20. 


EVENING LECTURES 
(Commencing Thursday Evening, October 2lst, 1875), 
IN ST. MARY’S-IN-THE-CASTLE, HASTINGS. 
(Rey. F. WHITFIELD, M.A., Incumbent.) Divine Service at 8. Lecture at 8.20. 
Young people are especially and cordially invited. 


SYLLABUS OF LECTURES ON THE “XXXIX. ARTICLES, 


At St. Leonards Parish Church and St. Mary’s-in-the-Castle, Hastings. 


THURSDAY, OCTOBER ist. 
Article xxxvii.: The “ Bishop of Rome hath no jurisdiction in this rentm of England.” 

L. ORIGIN AND GROWTH OF THE PAPAL PoWER IX CHRISTENDOM:—Rome in the Apostolic age. -- 
Early Bishops of Rome.—The seat of Eeopize transferred to Constantinople.—The Pontiff assumes 
the place and power of Cesar.—Further on re ei an the title of ‘‘ Universal 
Bishop.”—Yepin and Pope Seghany.- The Forged Decretals. — “Donation of Constantine,”—Results, 

Observations on the Text Book, * * St. Peter Non-Roman. 


THURSDAY, , OCTOBER 8th. 
Il. Anrronm XIX or THE CHURCH oF ENGLAND: -—“Of the Church.”—Definition of a “Visible 
Church.”—“The Church of Rome hath erred,” and how? 














THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 4th. 


Ill. Antict® XXII or Tue CuuRcH or ENGLAND.—“ Of the Romish Doctrine concerning Purgatory." 
How proved to be “a fond thing, vainly invented, mted, grounded upon no warranty of Scripture, but 
rather repugnant to the Word of t Goa.” 


THURSDAY, "NOVEMBER lith. 
IV Romish Doctrine 


. ARTICLE XXII (continued).—*“ Of the concerning Pardons.”—How also proved 
to be as the foregoing. 





THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18th. 
¥. ARTICLE XXII. (continued).—“ Of the Romish Doctrinejof Invocation of Saints.”—Same course 


adopted in disproof of this. ae 
THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 25th. 

VL. AntrcuR® XXV. or THE CuURcH or ENGLAND.—“ Of the Sacraments.”—“ There are two Sacra- 
ments ordained of Christ our Lord.” —“ Those five commonly called Sacraments, are not to be counted 
as dy mg of the Gospel;" and why ?—‘‘ The Sacraments not to be gazed upon, or to be carried 
about ;” &. 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2nd. 
VIL. Arnriczum XXVIII. or Tae Cuuncu or ENGLAND.—“ Of the Lord’s Supper.”—Transubstantiation 
. cannot be proved by Holy Writ."—“Is repugnant to the plain words of Scripture. "— Over- 
throweth the navure of a Sacrament.”—" Hath given occasion to many Superstitions.’ 


THURSDAY, DECEMBER 9th. 
Vii. cee XXXI. or THE CaURCH OF ENGLAND.”—“Of the one oblation of Christ."—" Once 
made.”— perfect Redemption, Propitiation, and Satisfaction.”—None other Satisfaction for Sin 
but that a — “Sacrifices of Masses ;"—what the Article says of these. 


PRIZES. 

The undermentioned Prizes are offered to be competed for Pad Candidates who have attended 
either course of Lectures:—First Prize, £4; Second, £3; Third, £2; Fourth, £1. (Provided that the 
anerere shall possess sufficient merit.) 

her Prizes, either in Money or Books, according to the number of competitors and merit. 
N.B.—The Prizes may be competed for by persons of both sexes. 


THE EXAMINATION 

Will (D.V.) be held on Thursday, December 16th. Particularsof time and place will be duly announced. 
The Examination will be held on the subject-matter of the Lectures as delivered; and on Mr. 
Maguire’ s recent Work, “St.Peter Non-Roman in his Mission, Ministry, and Martyrdom. ™ 
(Seeley’s, 2s.6d.) To be ‘had at Dorman’s Library, 8t. Leonards, and at Whiteman’ s, Castle-street,. 
Hastings. (Price to Members attending the Course, 1s. 6d.) 

All who have been regular in attendance will be eligible to. cons for the Prizes, with the.exception 
of those who have already obtained Prizes in mone 


ot y the Institute. 
s= A similar Course will (D.V.) be delivered in St. aul's ureh, Clapham, by the Rey, RoBERT- 
MAaGvIRE, during the present § 
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